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SIMONSON, P S c Re: Clarification of Technica
NITHERILL YF B T ; Memorandum #8 Comments -:.
ADAMS, JJ : '
ANDERSON, TW Dear Mr. Lockhart
CRAUN, AL : .
JUFFY, 66 The purpose of this letter is to clarify a comment made in:
LEVERNIER, RJ the October 5, 1992, EPA response to Technical Memorandum #8
LOCKHART, FR_ |~ (Operable Unit 1) concerning the toxicity screen used to .
WKOW,TE |7 eliminate contaminants from further ccnsideration. Not all EPA™
3LINGER, § staff were aware at that time, that the Agency had consented to
AASK, WC i this particular method for eliminating contaminants from further.
wsamo.06 | . |....| | consideration in the risk assessment for Operable Unit (OU) 1.
?”ﬁw“m‘X'” In light of this, the comment (page 1, paragraph 5) disagreeing
SRETHEL. T with the method, is withdrawn.
HARGREAVES, M ) _ _
ji??ﬁ" My concerns still remain. Although the method is suggested
e in EPA's Risk Assessment Guidance for Superfund (RAGS), I feel
TS there are problems with this method which potentially can (and
T did appear to) eliminate contaminants present in concentrations
TSMOTO G which could present an unacceptable health risk. I feel that a
STEYER. A screening method which takes both toxicity and exposure into
———l consideration would resolve these concerns and may be more
SIS appropriate. One such method is the use of screening level
e preliminary remediation goals as outlined in RAGS (Part B) and
EECER alluded to in my previous comments.
STEWARD, J0 .
. JANDERPUY, M I understand the risk assessment for OU 1 will use the
JALUN, 8 methodology presented in RAGS. I would recommend that any
VIENAND, J chemical or chemicals eliminated through this process, which are
= | X then found to be present in concentrations above acceptable .
health-based levels, be added back into the risk assessment,
perhaps as a professional judgement criteria. 1In the future, I
! would be interested in revisiting this issue for the remaining
P K - OUs at Rocky Flats. '
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If you have any questions regarding this issue, please
contact Gary Kleeman of my staff at (303) 293-1071, or Susan
Griffin at (303) 294-7667.

Sincerely,

Mot Wl Sz

Martin Hestmark, Manager
Rocky Flats Project

cc: Gary Kleeman, EPA
Scott Grace, DOE
Dennis Smith, EG&G
Joe Schieffelin, CDH.




